Traditionally poverty has been understood only as 'lack of income'.
Introduction:
In the recent literature, consensus has emerged that poverty is a multidimensional phenomenon; see Alkire and Santos (2010) for a review of the major arguments.
Nonetheless, the most widely used measures of poverty remain unidimensional, being based on income or caloric intake cutoffs. The logic for the use of income based measures was that it was only lack of income which led to deprivation -with sufficient income; rational agents would automatically eliminate deprivations in all dimensions in the right sequence of priorities. However, careful studies like Thorbecke (2005) and Banerjee & Duflo (2006) show that this does not happen. Even while malnourished and underfed, the poor spend significant portions of their budgets on festivals, weddings, alcohol, tobacco and other non-essential items. The move from abstract theoretical speculation based on mathematical models of human behavior to experiments and observations of actual behavior has led to dramatic changes in the understanding of poverty and how to alleviate it. Some of these insights are encapsulated in a new approach to poverty advocated by Banerjee and Duflo (2011) 3 Another motivation for more careful study of poverty is a silent revolution in the understanding of development. Traditional economists treat development as a process of accumulation of wealth, and current textbooks endorse this idea for the most part. On this view, the poor are regarded as labor inputs to the production function, and valued at their marginal product of labor. Elementary as it might appear, the idea that wealth is an input to improving human welfare, and that our goal as economists should be to provide lives of comfort and dignity to all human beings, is revolutionary. Experience with implementing development schemes based on conventional growth theory led Mahbobul-Haq to the following important insight 4 :"…, after many decades of development, we are rediscovering the obvious-that people are both the means and the end of economic development." Similarly, Sen (1975 Sen ( , 2006 has argued that development is about the process of development of human capabilities, not the accumulation of wealth. A recent study of the wealth of nations by the World Bank shows that most of the wealth on this planet is generated by skills and capabilities of human beings, rather than natural resources or accumulated capital 5 . Thus the poor are the most valuable resources in the process of development, and providing for them adequately is the key to rapid economic growth.
In this paper, we calculate the Alkire-Foster measure (AFM) (2007) of poverty on the basis of available Pakistani data. This is a true multidimensional poverty index, which treats income as means to ends and not an end in itself. We will show that it provides a substantially clearer picture of poverty than large numbers of earlier studies based on unidimensional measures. Because the measure is decomposable, we are able to provide a breakdown across different dimensions, and also across provinces. The sharper conclusions also provide much clearer guidance for anti-poverty policy.
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In another place, he writes that "we were told to take care of our GNP as that would take care of poverty -let us reverse this and take care of poverty as this will take care of our GNP." See Bari (2012) 
History of Poverty Measurement in Pakistan:
Studies on poverty measurement in Pakistan used various income-based definitions of poverty measurement. Increase in number of measures led to increasing confusion about the true level of poverty. Changes in cutoffs for calories, income, indexation methods, some of which were politically motivated, led to conflicting and contradictory pictures of poverty. A close study of Naseem (1973 ( , 1977 ( ), Allaudin (1975 , Mujahid (1978) , Irfan and Amjad (1984) , Ahmed and Allison (1990), and Malik (1988) showed that for same years and same data sets, changes in models of poverty measurement, poverty lines and units of analysis lead to these differing results and trends.
Most confusing aspect here was the fact that all models used same income and expenditure poverty definitions and yet achieved different results. Despite these deficiencies, the unidimensional poverty indices have been widely used due to three aspects. Firstly, they are simple and easy in application. Secondly, blind trust in 'trickledown' theory suggests that growth is sufficient to remove poverty; this theory has been repeatedly rejected across the globe. 7 Thirdly, nonexistence of a sound and robust multidimensional poverty index also favored the use of one dimensional measure. and Seth (2011). 8 The Alkire-Foster methodology has been used to construct the MPI, a multi-dimensional poverty index which has specific dimensions and cutoffs.
The Alkire-Foster Measure
9
Internationally this index has been built using eleven different indicators including health, education, shelter, occupation, empowerment, child development, living standard, social exclusion, assets, air quality, and security.
In attempting to adopt this methodology for Pakistan, we found data was only Poverty Cut-off Z 1 -in each question bold ones were considered as poor 10 and allotted 1 value and non bold ones were considered as non-poor and allotted 0 value.
Poverty cut-off denotes the situation under which a household is deprived in any two of the above mentioned indicators. Question 107 House has electricity: yes, no.
Similarly these within dimension cutoffs are applied on other dimensions of the study. But dimension specific cutoffs alone do not suffice to identify who is poor; we must consider additional criteria that look across dimensions to arrive at a complete specification of identification method. This is the second stage of dual cutoff method.
The In Table 3 , the number of poor in multiple dimensions; the cut-off based headcount ratios and the adjusted headcount ratios are shown. The union approach would identify 92.5 per cent of rural population as poor. On the other hand, the intersection approach leads to 28.5% poverty. If the poverty cut-off is two that means people are deprived in two or more than two out of six dimensions. 65.6 per cent of population belongs to poor households and it denotes the multidimensional headcount ratio for this k=4 cut-off. To avoid criticisms of the multidimensional headcount ratio (it does not take into account the breadth of multidimensional poverty, does not satisfy dimensional monotonicity, and is not decomposable) the adjusted headcount ratio (M0) as a measure of poverty has been used instead of a multidimensional headcount. For theoretical properties of M 0 , see Alkire-Seth (2008) .
Result and Discussion:
We use the cut-off of two out of six subsequently, because leaving aside union definition k=2 is the cut-off showing the broadest picture of deprivation. The third column of is extremely poor with poor living standard (either with a kaccha house or no electricity, with equal weightage), poor water and sanitation (no access to safe drinking water and no proper toilet facilities), poor air quality (unsuitable cooking fuels), with limited or no asset holdings( fridge, TV, car, AC, washing machine), very little or no education (less than primary) and with no proper means of livelihood. This is not a very bright picture compared to results of same measure calculated by Alkire& Seth (2008) for India. Even though more dimensions were considered for India, she is almost free of extreme poverty using same definition. In Table 5 , we present the decomposition of poverty across different dimensions within these provinces. This will help us to identify causes and intensity of poverty for value, but the causes of poverty in both these provinces are different. This type of decomposition enables the policy makers to make proper policy recommendations by focusing on exact issues to be resolved. As a result precise causes of poverty can be combated with more targeted planning. Also, majority of people were deprived in 4/6 dimensions which increases to 5/6 dimensions later on.
Multidimensional poverty measure represents a more in-depth and detailed picture of poverty. As a result it was observed results that poverty in Pakistan has both increased in its depth and breath, during last decade. Its incline became sharper in the last quarter. For any cut-off, from union to intermediate and intersection definitions, these conclusions hold. by Barro (1997) shows that long run growth is primarily determine by investment in education. Its deprivation leads to tribulations in long-run growth and progress. Pakistan not only needs to find out the causes of this education poverty but also should try and make policies for a quick recovery. 
Conclusions:
Poverty being a multidimensional phenomenon should have an equally multidimensional measure for its true representation. A dimension level breakdown of poverty analysis will help policy makers to design proper targeted policy of poverty alleviation on the basis of area, demographic distributions, ethnicity and gender. These results will help people to relate to the other issues in the society as a consequence of deprivations in different dimensions of poverty. Whereas headcount measures do not provide clues to suitable policy, our multidimensional measure shows that the critical fronts are Health and Education. On both of these fronts, we have had a dramatic rise in poverty. Both research and common sense agree on the idea that the future of the nation lies with our youth. Failings on the educational front do not bode well for the future, and
